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GENTLEMEN, 
| PHE preceding title-page 1s not deſigned 
| to excite a curioſity its author is incap- 
able of gratifying, or rouſe a paſſion your 
reaſon will not juſtify—nay more, applaud. 
I have ever been trained to diſtinguiſh con- 
cealed knavery from open honeſty; the fair 
purſuit of truth, from the impulſe of ſordid 
intereſt ; and that——what ſhall I term it? 
that manly devout indifference, which al- 
lows to truth the right of pleading its own 
cauſe, from the degrading ſhufflings, and 
timid tricks, which are ever the refuge of 
conſes ous decided weakneſs, 


The ſubje& of my appeal, requires from 
you no ſtrength of genius — no accumulation 
A2 of 


1 


of knowledge no Wi attention — no 
ſuperiority of virtue for I venture to aſſure 
you, that the reflection of twenty minutes, 
will enable the bulk of this extenſive town 
to determine its merits; and either to pity 
the perſons, and deſpiſe the motives of the 
characters in queſtion ; or give them the 
approbation they ſought! I feel no wiſh 
to foment animoſity, or give encouragement 
to party rage. I do not ſolicit your atten- 
tion as churchmen, or diſſenters; proteſ- 
tants or catholics. I do not write as the 
advocate of any dogma, or the friend of any 
partizan. Unſolicited, but to whom, I adore 
God, an Engliſh preſs, at preſent, lies open, 
I aſſure you, the motives that now ſtimulate 
my pen, will operate in every ſimilar caſe, be 
_ the man Few, Cbriſtian, or Mahometan. But 
I will fay, * As you ſow ſo ſhall you reap,” a 
principle of revelation, and the dictate of 
every man's reaſon, I hold as a ſacred maxim. 
And it will be at once my wiſh and endea- 
vour in this life, to make every man feel 


the proper and juſt A e e of his own 
follies. 


0 could 8 myſelf. in. the mmalleſt 
degree to imagine the ſemblance of an apo- 


20 logy 
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logy neceſſary, I ſhould inſtantly bow with 
reſpect to Sir John Barnard; who, when 
_ cenſured in 1740, in the Houſe of Com- 
mons, by Sir William Young, for calling 
the ſeaman's bill by its proper name, an- 
ſwered thus: © I have thought it hypocriſy 
« to treat ſtupidity with reverence, or ho- 
© nour nonſenſe with the ceremony of con- 
« futation. That decency is of great uſe 
in public debates, I readily allow. It 
* may ſometimes ſhelter folly from ridicule, 
« and preſerve villainy from public detection. 
Nor is it ever more carefully ſupported, 


than when meaſures are promoted which 


nothing can preſerve from contempt, but 
c the ſolemnity with which they are eſta- 
* bliſhed. Decency is a proper circum- 
4 ſtance; but liberty is the eſſence of par- 
«© hamentary diſquiſition. Liberty is the 
e parent of truth; but truth and decency 
e are ſometimes at variance. All men, and 
ce all propoſitions are to be treated here as 
they deſerve ; and there are many who have 
«© 720 FO either to . or e 


I ha nothing more to wiſh, than that 
you, Gentlemen, will apply theſe ſenti- 
ments to the preſent caſe. 


A 3 1855 1 have 
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ES 3. 
I have very lately heard from an au- 
thority it would be unreaſonable to diſ- 
pute, but which it is painful to receive, 
that a few days before the ſubje&t of 
the teſt and corporation acts was debated 
in the Houſe of Commons, certain perſons 
ſent to every member of parliament, and 
alſo to all the biſhops, 4 printed paper, con- 

_ taining the following extracts from a Pre- 
face to a late publication, entitled, © Letters 
« 6 the Rev. Edward Burn, of St. Mary's 
C Chapel, Birmingham, by Dr. Prieſtley,” and 
they were humbly ſubmitted to their con- 

ſideration; this printed paper, is dated 
Birmingham, February 26, 1790. The ex- 
tracts were as follow: . 


1. On this Account I rejoice to ſee the Warmth 
ce with which the Cauſe of Orthodoxy (that is of 
ce long eſtabliſhed Opinions, however erroneous) 

and that of the Hierarchy is now taken up by its 
« Friends. Becauſe if their Syſtem be not well 
e founded, they are only accelerating its Deſtruc- 
e tion. In fact, they are aſſiſting me in the proper 
ce Diſpoſal of thoſe Grains of Gunpowder, which 
<« have been ſome Time accumulating, and at which 
e they have taken ſo great an Alarm, and wich 
* WILL CERTAINLY BLOW IT UP AT LENGTH; and 
« perhaps as ſuddenly, as unexpectedly, and as 
« completely, as the a of the late arbi- 


cc trary 


N 


ce trary Government of France. If an Inhabitant 
« will not ſubmit to a thorough Examination and 
ce reaſonable Repairs, of the Building he occupies, 
ce the Conſequence muſt be that, without Gun- 
« powder, or even a high Wind, it muſt ſome 
« Time or other fall, and happy may he think 
c himſelf if he can eſcape unhurt from the Ruins. 
« If this ſhould be the Caſe with the Church of 
<« England, the Clergy cannot ſay they have had no 
« Warning. They are labouring for its Deſtruction 
* much more than I am. If I be laying Gun- 
« powder, they are providing the Match, and their 
Part of the Buſineſs ſeems to be in greater for- 
cc wardneſs than mine.” 


2. © What a Contraſt is now exhibited between 
ce the two rival Nations of France and England, and 
how may Engliſhmen bluſh to look upon it.” 


3. © Another fooliſh and unjuſt Var, like that 
« with America, which was chiefly urged by the 
© Clergy (and ſuch another, if the Court propoſes, 
« the Clergy will certainly ſecond) can hardly fail to 
ce bring their Affairs to a Crifis*, If they be wiſe, 


ee When I was attending a Debate in the Houſe of Lords in the 
© Courſe of the American War, and one of the Biſhops was taking 
6 the Part of the Miniſter in it, the Duke of Richmond ſuddenly roſe, 
and bade the Biſhops beware of War. © War, ſaid he, © is attended 
« with Expence; and if we be diſtreſſed, and muſt have Money, we 
know where we may get it.. Indeed, the Addition of one hundred 
and fifty Millions to the national Debt, occaſioned by that War 
« (which may be called a War of the Court and of the Clergy) I con- 
“ ſider as a great Step towards the Deſtruction of the Hierarchy. How 
6 S an Inſtrument of Reformation a heavy national Debt may 
« be, we ſee in a late glorious Revolution in France, 'May all great 
e evils produce as great a good.” 


as © they 


cc they will conſider the Signs of the Times, and be 
« very temperate in all their proceedings. Fas eſt 
s et ab hoſte doceri. . 


« Let them take care leſt, by too o vigorouſly 
; wellig our Application for what was never in- 
© tended to hurt them, and what in itſelf cannot 
ce poſſibly hurt them, they ſhould, by their own 
« Violence do themſelves the moſt ſerious Evil. 
& J have alway been an avowed Enemy of all civil 
« Eſtabliſhments of Chriſtianity, but many Diſſenters 


ce are not ſo. I foreſee, however, they ſoon will be, 


© and that by Means of theſe Diſcuſſions, the Sen- 
ce timent will become more general, in the Nation 


ce at large. It begins to be adopted e even by the 
ce 9 1 


14 * The Utility of eccleſiaſtical Eftabliſhments is a 

« Queſtion that it behoves the Clergy always to 
« keep out of ſight as much as poſſible. But their 
Rage againſt the Diſſenters will obrrude it on the 
ce Public, and in Conſequence of this, if they pro- 
ce ceed as they have begun, I ſhould be ſorry to 
«inſure their Syſtem twenty Years longer. Whe- 
< ther I be more pleaſed, or diſpleaſed, with their 
te preſent Violence, let them now judge. The 
© greater their Violence, the greater is our Con- 
© fidence of final Succeſs. 4 | 


ko © If any Perſon, whoſe Eye it may catch (the 
e Prefate) take an uſeful Hint from it, it will be 
well; but an old and true Proverb ſays, Expe- 


ce rience 


1 
etc ijence keeps a dear School, but Fools will learn at no 

© other. Nations, and all great bodies of Men, 

“ are generally in this Situation. They will learn 
. wy little * in this dear School.“ oh 


Now I will even ſuppoſe that thoſe per- 


ſons who ſent the extracts to our biſhops 


and members, had neither ſuppreſſed or miſre- 
preſented the meaning of Dr. Prieſtley ; what 


motive will you aſſign to ſuch conduct? It 


is evident from the time when theſe extracts 
were ſent, the perſons who ſent them, could 
have no other deſign, than to give an un- 
favourable turn to the queſtion in debate. 
But it muſt be evident too, that ſuch ex- 
tracts could only deſerve attention upon the 
ſuppoſition that they contained the real 
ſentiments of the majority of the diſſenters. I 
have already ſaid, I do not write to you as 
churchmen or diſſenters, and I will now ſay 
whether I belong to either or neither 
whether I think the repeal of ſuch acts de- 
firable or not—ſuch queſtions are imperti- 
nent to the ſubject of this appeal. And 
will not the ſtrongeſt advocate for their con- 
tinuance allow, that it is unreaſonable to in- 
fer the ſentiments of ſeveral hundred thou- 
ſand of people from thoſe of a ſingle indi- 


vidual? and that ingle individual known to 


hold e for the greater part, not only 
different 
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different from, but to which the body of the 
"diſſenters have been and now are exceedingly 
averſe ? every man of common obſervation, 
and who has any connection with the 
world, not to ſay every man of reading knows, 
that from the period when Dr. Prieſtley 
began his attack upon the ſyſtem of ortho- 
doxy, to the preſent hour, the majority of 
diſſenters have defended that ſyſtem with the 
greateſt warmth; and in conſequence of it 
have been his moſt malignant enemies. I ac- 
knowledge a conſiderable change both in 
the ſentiments and tempers of many within 
the laſt ten years; (whether this change 
pleaſes or diſpleaſes, I ſhall not diſcover) 
fſtill this does not weaken my obſervation. v 
It is ſeen by every body but Dr. Horſley 
and a few more equally infatuated with 
himſelf, that the greater part of diſſenters 
are to this day Calviniſts. And I have ſeen \ 
enough to convince me that the Arians have 
in general been nearly as violent againſt 
Dr. Prieſtley as the Calviniſts. With reſpect 
to his political publications, the Doctor makes 
a very frank, but a very juſt obſervation, 
<« his late letter to Mr. Pitt, greatly diſ- 
« pleaſed the Diſenters in general x. And 


* F amiliar Letters addreſſed to the Inhabitants of Bir- 


1 


mingham, Part IV. p. 11. 


k 

with reſpect to the utility of civil eſta- 
bliſhments of religion, the diſſenters rom 
our religious eſtabliſnment, are very far from 

being of a decided opinion againſt them. 
Indeed, upon enquiry, you would find the 
greater part advocates for ſome kind of civil 
religious eſtabliſhments, though not evi- 
dently for our own in its preſent form. If 
then, it appears that diſſenters in general 
do not agree with the Doctor, either in op- 
poſition to the cauſe of orthodoxy, or to civil 
eſtabliſhments of chriſtianity, what concluſion 
could reaſonably be drawn againft the repeal 
of the Teſt and Corporation Acts from the 
peruſal of theſe extracts? eſpecially, as theſe 
two topics are the only ones any member 


or biſhop would ix reaſon notice in thoſe 
extracts. 


It is faid © the peruſal of theſe extracts 
made a very unfavourable 1mprefſion with 
reſpect to the queſtion before the Houſe ; 
but upon what principle? If our members 
neither enjoyed or profited by a liberal edu- 
cation, ſurely they are not all ideots! and if 
not, they muſt have ſeen the abſurdity of 
drawing a general inference from a particalar 
caſe; they muſt have known, that it was both 
iIlliberal 


1 = ] 
illiberal and unjuſt to continue an evil upon 
_ thouſands for the opinions of an individual. 
Beſides, ſuppoſing that they were not ſuffi- 
ciently informed concerning the opinions 
of Diſſenters in general, how aſtoniſhingly 
abſurd, overhaſty, thoughtleſs, and dangerous to 
form their judgment from a few extracts, 
the int peruſal of which would have con- 
vinced them that unfairneſs had been uſed 
in the ſelection; and to form a judgment of- 
a body from what had been publiſhed by, if 
they had known any thing, a very obnoxious 
character to that body. Many perſons 
would add, that if they received theſe ex- 
tracts from the hands of the clergy, this was 
ſufficient to render the conduct ſuſpicious. 


But pray, Gentlemen, do. tell me, and 
tell this town, what concluſion we ſhould _ 
draw, if it ſhould appear that the perſons 
who ſent this printed paper, were the clergy 
of this place? Men, who with you to believe 
they were nurſed 1 in a college——men who 
would deem it an inſult to be told, that they 
never maſtered one logical treatiſe in the 
whole of their exiſtence— nen, who would 
ſpurn the imputation of ideots who cannot 
think, or of libertines and drones who wi 

| 1; 
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not? Men ! forbear. It is the glorious 
prerogative of ecclęſiaſtics to be like their 
Maſter, without fn. And were it not form- 
ing the moſt ſtriking contraſt in the whole 
compaſs of things above and things below, 
I ſhould ſay, there are only two kinds of 
beings in the univerſe, who can with inimi- 
table grandeur ſay, in the language of Ne- 
buchadnezzar, None can ſay unto me, 
*« What doth thou?” Dan. iv. May I aſk 
theſe ſons of reverence, whether if they do 
not verily and in truth believe, that the 
LAITY would deſerve a white ſheet, and de- 
part ye curſed, for ſuch conduct ? 


Suppoſe, Gentlemen, any individual ma- 
nufacturer were to publiſh certain opinions 
upon braſs, copper, or iron, and that at this 
time, there was a bill pending in parliament, 
the gaining of which very nearly related 
to the beſt intereſts of Birmingham manu- 
Facturers in general. Suppoſe that previous to 
any debate upon the buſineſs in the Houſe 
of Commons, a ſet of turbulent and ſuſpicious 
indivduals were to ſend a farrago of ex- 
tracts from this publication, with an in- 
tention that they ſhould be conſidered in 
the Houle, as the ſentiments of the Bir- 

mingham 
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mingham manufacturers at large; even when 
it was well known that thoſe manufacturers 
had proteſted againſt thoſe ſentiments, by 
ſpeaking, by publiſhing, and even by ex- 
preſſions of the moſt inſulting ſcorn, and 
maddening rage; what would be your cou- 
cluſion? Why ſurely, that this Sanditti of 
deſigning manufacturers were dangerous to 
the community which ſupported them, and 
of courſe, that their ſervices for their daily 
| bread could better be diſpenſed with, than 
their heads or hearts patiently borne with, 
But even upon the ſuppoſition, that this 
junto were entirely ignorant that the majority 
had proteſted againſt the ſentiments of this 
bold individual, would you not think it e- 
ceſſary that men who were ignorant, of what 
was univerſally known, ought in future to 
be excluded from all public buſineſs? For 
they may as eſſentially hurt where they mean to 
ſerve, as ſerve where they mean eſſentially to 
znjure. I ſcruple not to ſay, that men, 
'. whoſe actions proceed upon ſuch miſerable in- 
ferences, are not human beings but brutes; 
for both brutes and fools ſee particular 
facts: but it is the diſtinguiſhing excellence 


of a reaſonable being to obſerve, collect, and 
argue from generals. 


1 


TW] 
| If churchmen will ſet the diſſenters ſuch 
an example of imperfect reaſoning, let them 


look about them. To a Prieſtley, a diſſen- 


ter can oppoſe a Laud—a Sacheverel---a 
Compton. And while to rank with the o 

1s the road to immortality ; to be claſſed 
with the others, 1s Jeng on, ne bypocriſy, 
and Y— 


The preceding reaſoning proceeds entirely 
upon the ſuppoſition that this printed paper 
did not ſuppreſs or miſrepreſent the meaning of 
Dr. Prieſtley. But I will now prove, that 
in the ſix extracts no man, not even a clergy- 
man, can produce one, that has been treated 
with the honour of a gentleman, or the 
virtue of a good member of ſociety ; and 
. ſeveral have not conveyed the proper meaning 

of the Doctor. 


The firſt extract begins with © on his 
8 Wade, Would not every perſon of 
common ſenſe, aſk on what account?“ for 
it evidently refers to ſomething preceding in 
the preface. But the paſſage which was ab- 
ſolutely neceſſary to make this extract intelli- 
gible, was ſuppreſſed. As ] do not chuſe to 
follow a deſpicable pattern before me for 

wy 


N 


haſty concluſion, I ſtall not add at preſent, 
| purpoſely ſo. 


That preceding paſlage is as follows, My 
« chief motive for writing theſe letters in 
* reply to Mr. Burn, is to draw the atten- 
e tion of our readers to the important ſub- 
* jects to which they relate (which I would 
obſerve, are upon the ſcripture doctrine 
concerning Chriſt and that of infpira- 
tion) nothing being wanted but this ar- 
e Fention and free diſcuſſion, continued a ſuf- 
e ficent length of time, to give a firm 
<« eſtabliſhment to whatever is truth.” I 
aſk whether any man could give a better 
reaſon for rejoicing in the warmth with 
which the cauſe of orthodoxy, and that 
of the ry is now taken up by its 
friends? 


Ils not every perſon as fully convinced as 
the Doctor could be, that free diſcuſſion 
muſt lead to the deſtruction of every ſyſtem 
not well-founded? Attention and diſcuſ- 
ſion are proper cauſes to a certain effect; 

and I defy the whole body of the clergy, 
catholic or proteſtant, national, or diſſent- 
ing, even were they as numerous as the hoſt 


— | 
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of heaven and earth, and ſea, to ſave one 
darling opinion, ILfounded, from the all 
conquering arm of free diſcuſſion. If they 
will not yield with honour, they ſhall be 
vanquiſhed with diſgrace. Let thoſe who 
made this extract conſider, that orthodoxy 
is the fooliſh daughter of a tyrannical and 
ſurly mother; the hierarchy. Begot by the 
civil power, through an unnatural alliance 
of courſe the child is a baſtard. But truth 
is the offspring of attention; and like Iſaac, 
the child of promiſe: and in the face of 
meanneſs, I aſſert it, that the ſon of the 
« bond-woman, cannot be heir with the ſon 
* of the free-woman.” 


Here follows a few examples of ſentences 
ſufpreſſed, from the Letters of Mr. Burn to 
Dr. Prieſtley, and from Mr. Madan's Sermon 
upon the Teſt Laws. ; 


Mr. Burn fays, Pp. requires but 
* little penetration to diſcover, that no opi- 
e nion, ancient or modern, can ſo far change 
« its character (the ſcriptures) as to give it 
« the ſtamp of- infallibility.” What! does 
Mr. Burn tell the world, that though he 
pretends to write 1n favour of the infalli- 

B | _ bility 
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bility of ſcripture, yet that he does not 4 
in it? 


I have only left out one ſentence, but, 
on the contrary, if it be a book of doubt- 
** ful, or of fallible authority.” And this, 
every body will ſee (Mr. Burn among the 
reſt) is of no importance to his meaning. 


I bring a ſecond example from page 12, 
« When he, the Spirit of Truth, is come, 
ehe ſhall guide you into all truth. He 
« ſhall take of mine, and ſhew it unto you. 

C —A promiſe, Sir, which could not have 
< been fulfilled in any ſenſe, which will not 
te involve inefficiency, or palpable contra- 
ee diction.” What can be clearer than that 
Mr. Burn is a de: fre Supply “upon your 
oY ' hypotheſis,” 


A third example from p. 19, © Through 
ce i gnorance he (i. e. Chriſt) miſtook the ſenſe 
of the paſſage, and then the perfection of 
« his character, as a Prophet of his church 
e muſt be given up: Who knows but what 

as from this extract, Mr. Burn has given up 
the perfection of Chriſt's character as a pro- 
phet, he may ere long b believe that like every 

other 


189 
other man, he was ſubject to ſin, and of 
courſe to the puniſhment of it, even to 
eternal damnation ? 


All that Mr. Burn can ſay in anſwer is, 
that I have ſuppreſſed his meaning, which in 
the opinion of ſome perſons, who could 
treat Dr. Prieſtley 1 in lite manner, is no an- 
ſwer at all. 


Here follows a fourth example from 
p. 31, © They (1. e. the opponents of Dr. 
0 Prieſtley) are well convinced, that the 
te doctrine of the trinity has not its founda- 
e tion in theſe oracles.” Mr. Burn doubt- 
leſs means, that all the Doctor's opponents 
are become Unitarians! You will obſerve, 
| I have only ſuppreſſed a paltry particle of 
the Engliſh language, if, and the latter 
part of the ſentence. 


Take the following example from Mr. 
Madan's Sermon on the Teſt Laws, p. 18. 
He obſerves, © It has, indeed, a captivating 
« effect upon us to be told of equal liberty, 
e and of the natural rights of mankind :”— 
ce beſides, it is obſervable, that the doctrine 
e of our equal condition, is particularly 

B 2 pleaſing 
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pleaſing— Is Mr. Madan become the 
advocate of the diſſenters ? I have ſuppreſſed 


What is neceſſary to be known before any per- 
ſon can 18 a 8 of his e 


1 was going to ſhew how Gaal who 
made thoſe extracts, are able, and diſpoſed, 
when their particular intereſts are con- 
cerned, to confound the uſe of language, 
and make the writings of God and man, a 
chaos of ſounds, and a ſink of perverted 
meanings. But the examples already ad- 
duced, are ſufficient to ſhew that in the hands 
of ſuch characters, no being, created or un- 
created, is ſecure. 


It is an awed maxim, that when any 
extract is made from an author with a wview 
to convey to others his preciſe meaning, it ſhould 
be an exact copy of the original. Every man of 
any education above the very loweſt degree, 
muſt know, that the meaning of a ſentence 
is efſentially altered, by an alteration of the 
emphatic mark in writing, or tone in ſpeak- 
ing. What we mean ſhould be particu- 
larly noticed, is in letter-writing marked 
with a daſh, and in printing, by putting 
the word into an italic dreſs, Now in this 


firſt. 


. 4˙ 7 
| firſt extract the words © which will certa; 'nly 
e blow it up. at length” is printed by rheſe 
gentlemen, not in italics, but in ſomething 
more forcibly ; namely, *' SMALL CAPITALS. 


This evidently could be no over/ight, as the = 
phraſe muſt have been marked for the pur- 


poſe. What purpoſe ? why ſurely to inform 
biſhops and members of parliament that 
gunpowder is made of ſuch materials as w 
certainly blow any thing up at laſt ! Oh! ſuper- 
lative diſcovery ! May nations yet unborn 


tell it to their children, and their children's : 


children | Gunpowder will certainly blow up 
_ a houſe! Probably, theſe extractors meant to 
inform Dr. Horſley and Mr. Burke, that the 
object of their dread was not the noiſe, or a 
temporary ſhatter : No lt was a certain but 
a ſudden deſtruction, that would involve 
biſhops and biſhops' ſtalls, rectors and their 
cribs — Nay, roar and confound from 


haughty Lambeth to St. David's ſee. Ah! 


there's the rub ! 


"2: "Ls ſecond extract merely expreſſes that 
in the opinion of Dr. Prieſtley there 1s a 
conſiderable contraſt between England and 
France. Now ſuppreſſing the grounds of 
this contraſt as mentioned by the Doctor 

1 would 
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would lead and was ſo defigned to do, the 
minds of members and biſhops, to, 1deas 
of confufion, blood, rebellion and flaughter. I 
both know and deſpiſe Mr. Burke's ſenti- 


ments upon the French revolution. How | 


happens it, Gentlemen, that the extractors 
did not bring before the [houſe the previous 


ix lines? they are as follow But neither 
_ © was the teſt act itſelf originally intended 
4 to affect Diſſenters, and yet it is now ri- 

e gorouſly enforced upon them. At preſent 


te the queſtion is not {whether a thing be 


« x4 ght or wrong, reaſonable or unreaſonable. 


«Tt is ſufficient that it will mortify the 


“ Diſſenters. To this blind rage, both the 


* honor and the beſt intereſt of the country. 
e muſt be ſacrified. What a contraſt is now 
<« exhibited between the two rival nations 


* of France and England, and how may 
« Engliſhmen bluſh to look upon it.” Can 
any thing be more evident; than that the 


contraſt the Doctor referred to, merely re- 


lated to the ſubject of religious liberty? And 


if ſo, why were not the preceding lines, 
which ſhew wherein this ſtriking contraſt exiſts 


quoted alſo ?—Yes, Gentlemen, I will add 
what a contraſt! In France, you ſee a nation 
5 panting for the extenſion of civil and reli- 


gious 
8 


19 
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gious liberty! In England, you may behold 
millions uniting to perpetuate ſlavery upon 
others and diſgrace upon themſelves! In 
France, every oppreſſor finds his avenger, 
and the oppreſſed his friend! In England, 
the oppreſſed are inſulted and the oppreſſor 
triumphs! In France the prime miniſter 1s 
a proteſtant! In England a Diſſenter cannot 
be an exciſeman! In France you ſee repent- 
ance for paſt intolerance ripened into con- 


firmed manly reſolution, at once to poſſeſs the 
glory of commerce and liberty! In England 


you ſee a nation at once enriched by the 
emigrations and manufactures of the per- 
ſecuted, and yet blindly, obſtinately continu- 
ing to perſecute! In France but no—Let 
Engliſhmen bluſh while they compare a 
Neckar and a Pitt. 


3. The third extract was made with a defign 
to exhibit the Doctor as an enemy to the court 
and clergy, but a friend to the American re- 


volution, and alſo to ſuggeſt to the civil 
and eccleſiaſtical powers the ideas of danger 


and of war. The preceding ſix lines begin- 
ning the paragraph, convey the Doctor's 
ſentiments with preciſion, and were abſolutely 
neceſſary to be known by every perſon who re- 

I B 4 cerved 


FS]. 
* cerved this extract, they follow thus: Let 
t the clergy be only more ſtrict, and per- 


1 ot © haps but a ittle more ſtrict than many of 


« them now are in the exaction of their 

« gyrhes, and the whole buſineſs of tythes 

* may ſoon be over. The greateſt enemies 

ce to the church are by no means the Diſſenters. 

“ Nor is this the only way in which the clergy 
have been working their own deſtruction.“ 
Then follows the extract Another fooliſh 

and unjuſt war, &c. 


It is a common but a juſt obſervation 
« that many men are greater enemies to 
&« themſelves, than others are to them.” A 
is it poſſible that any perſon who did not 
intend to impoſe, ſhould avoid ſeeing that the 
Doctor did not mean to repreſent himſelf 
as an enemy to the clergy, but the clergy as 
enemies to themſelves? Nay, he declares it 
as his conviction, that the Diſſenters are by 
no means the greateſt enemies to the church. 
And then gives two inſtancss of the clergy 
not diſcerning their own intereſt ; firſt, 
in a rigid exaction of ythes; and ſecondly, 
in urging a fooliſh and unjuſt war, Why, 
therefore, was the unfavourable ertracted, 
and the favourable ſuppreſſed ?—Becauſe the 

7" 


1 | 
firſt would inflame; the laſt cool. The 
rigid exaction of tythes under the borrowed 
_ perverted name of right, is at this inſtant 
' undermining the very cauſe the clergy are 

moſt anxious and intereſted to ſupport. 
And were they bleſſed with the power of 
| ſeeing what other people do, as well as what 
others cannot, they would take the alarm; 
and either quit the building, or replace what 
part of the foundation they have taken 
away. "mY | 


If the minions. of a court were a 
to reflect (but the infatuated are not) could 
they avoid ſeeing that the needleſs, cruel, 

and ruinous expenditure of Britiſh money, 
blood and peace, in a war with America, 
was the direct method to leſſen influence, 
ſour ambition, and entail a curſe and diſ- 
grace upon their characters ? 


4. The fourth extract is connected in 
the Doctor's Preface, with the third, but 
nearly liable to the ſame miſconſtructien, 
taken out with the ſame intention, yet 
clearly aſſerting the idea I have alread7 
Dey of the ſpirit of the third, 


The 


[26 ] 
The clergy in the late and other conteſts, 
reſemble the mhabitants of a certain place 
in America, who beat to arms in the dead 
of night, and placed themſelves in a poſture 
of defence, becauſe ſome harmleſs frogs had 
been parched by the heat of the day, and 
the dryneſs of the fituation, and forſooth, 
ſaid of = as plain language as they could, We 
want a little water : or rather, like fome old 
women, who hearing that travellers mean 
to petition for amending the king's high 
road, go crazy, becauſe they live in a cot- 
tage twenty miles from it, and truly believe 
they may ſee more _ ona mar” and 


1 6 flough. 


5. The fifth extract is given without the 
ground of the whole reaſoning, included in the 
two following lines, which are connected 
with the extract: becauſe it will excite 
more public diſcuſſion, which is all Wat 
« is neceſſary for our purpoſe.” e 


HFere follows an example from Mr. Ma- 
dan's Sermon on the Teſt Laws. He obſerves, 
P. 12, © It is needleſs, however, to vindi- 
* cate the church from the charge of in- 

ws < tolerant 


„ 

r tolerant or perſecuting principles.” Here 
I have rendered his meaning ambiguous by 
ſuppreſſing the reaſon of the aſſertion, or 
what is equivalent to on this account”. But 
does Mr. Madan mean to inform the diſ- 
ſenters that he is ſo fully convinced of the 
intolerance of the church to which he be- 
longs, that an attempt to vindicate it from 
this trait of Babylon, the mother of harlots, 
would be as ineſfectual as a ſimilar attempt 


to prove that two and three make ninety- 
ſix? Let Mr. Madan anſwer. 


If fach a practice of ſuppreſſing the reaſon 
of any aſſertion were to become common, 
what poſſible fecurity would any man have 
with reſpect to property, character, or life? 
Report would convey the aſſertion, and ima- 
gination, ſlander, paſſion, and intereſt ſup- 
ply from one to fifty reaſons, but all dif- 
ferent from that of the ſpeaker or author. 
Such retailers, like extractors, * to loſe 
their tongues or hands. 


6. The fixth extract is given without 
thoſe qualifying circumſtances with which 
every man, more eſpecially a Burke and a 

* ou Sht to be acquainted. Perhaps 
I have 
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I have ſuppoſed too much——for I have 
hinted, that men whoſe paſſions legſt diſpoſe 
them to hear reaſon, ought to be the fr f 

to hear it. The qualifying circumſtances 
referred to as ſuppreſſed, are contained in the 
two following lines, I have been inſenſibly 
© led much farther than I intended when I 
* began this preface, but the circumſtances 
« of the times muſt be my apology.” To 
this ſucceeds. the extract. Can it be neceſ- 
ſary, Gentlemen, to ſay that the circum- 


flances in which any thing is ſaid or done, 


muſt be known before you can form any 
judgment of the things ſpoken. or. per- 
formed ? Indeed, of ſuch moment are ſuch 
nice attentions, that an alteration of what 
the unthinking and dangerous neglect as 
trivial particulars, will alter the very nature 
of an action or a ſpeech. You have ex- 
amples of this in the definitions of treaſon 
and murder. Allowing, therefore, that Dr. 
Prieſtley, as the beſt friend of the clergy. 
and mankind, ſaw fit to unite an ingenuous 
frankneſs with a diffuſive benevolence, ſtill 
it became theſe extractors to quote what 
clearly proves that he animadveried with 
reluctance, but pleaded with delicacy. 


1 have 
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I have now ſhewn you, that of the ſix 
extracts, the firſt is imperfef and unintelli- 
gible; becauſe it refers to what is not quoted. 
The ſecond ſuppreſſes the grounds of à contraſt. 
The third renders the Doctor's meaning inde- 
finite, by omitting a part of the idea. The 
fourth is liable in a degree to the ſame miſ- 
conſtruction. The fifth entirely ſuppreſſes the 
reaſon for the preceding aſſertions. And the 
fexth omits thoſe circumſtances of an action which 
are proper to be known before its nature can be 
defined. Need I ſay, that where in the num- 
ber of ſix extracts, every one is calculated to 
deceive, perſons muſt have ſolemnly and 
cCoolly intended to do it ! Do you not infer de- 

ſign wherever you perceive any thing uniform 
and ſyſtematic? A fingle miſrepreſentation 
may originate in meer over/ight, but a num- 
ber, at the ſame time, without the very leaſt pre- 
tenſion to fairneſs, aus ri am authoriſed by 
common ſenſe in every part of the habitable 
globe, in my concluſion, it MUsT have origi- 
nated in a direct and full purpoſe to be guilty of . 
a lie. As the deſigned miſrepreſentation 
conſtitutes the criminality of the action, 

what matters it whether the perſon injured 
be Prieſtley or Horſley ? Names are indif- 
| ferent, for the effect and motive are the 
ſame. 
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fame. But the men who could mean to de- 
ceive by giving thoſe extracts as a juſt repre- 
ſentation of the Doctor's principles, would 
not ſcruple to have recourſe to any other ar- 
tiſce to gain their point; for though you 
cannot ſay that the man who will ſteal will 
murder, yet he, who for the ſake of my pro 
perty will deceive me in / caſes, he will 
alſo in fix hundred! And to ſuch a character 
all /milar means muſt be indifferent, 


You muſt be fully convinced, Gentle- 
men, that the bonds of ſociety can only be 
preſerved by a rigid attention to juſtice, 
truth, and honour ; as men who value the 
indiſpenſible means to an end, can you think 
of ſuch inhabitants without a glow of in- 
dignation ? Nay, can you ſay, it is not a 
duty you owe to yourſelves, your neigh- 
bour, and your God, to expreſs to ſuch cha- 
racters figns of pointed contempt? Act not 
like the mere creatures of your outward 
circumſtances, but as the ſubjects of a mo- 
ral and neceſſary government; and con- 
vince us, that with you, nothing is ſo im- 
portant as 70 love and defend your neighooar 
as yourſelves. 


A FRIEND TO COMMON SENSE, 
AND COMMON HONESTY, 


Er an. 


POSTSCRIPT. 
If thoſe perſons who were guilty of a wilful miſ- 


repreſentation and a fixed intention to deceive, are not 
ſunk too low to wiſh or enjoy a fair reputation, I 
ſincerely hope, this letter will compel them to hate 
their conduF, as much as they have ſerved their in- 
tereſt. And to make their ſhame known, as far as 
they have proclaimed their vices. But if they are 

ſo loſt to a ſenſe of honour, as to glory in their con- 


duct, I wiſh their names may ſtain the annals of 
eocleſiaſtical hiſtory for ever. 


N. B. The author of this letter preſumes the 
Rev. Mr. Madan and the Rev. Mr. Burn, will re- 
joice in the liberty he has taken with their late pub- 
lications. Being churchmen and clergymen, they will 
ſee in a more pointed manner the injury done by 
churchmen to the writings of Dr. Prieſtley; and 
no doubt even create occaſions of expreſſing their 


ab borrence to every diſhoneſt method to ſecure or gain a 
point, 


Tx 


